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VVERE MADE BY BAR. TRA 

| HERON TO A PRIVIE PAPISTE , 
vvhich crepte into the engliſh | 
congregation of chriſtian | 
exiles yndre the yr | 
| 


ſor of a fauo” 
rer of che, 
goſpel, 
but at lenghth bewraied himſelfe to be one 
| of the popes ona, his ſlouchg&z 
res,and than became a laughing ſt 
keto al the companie , whom 
he had amaſed before 
with his maſke. 
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DIBLIOTHECA® 
LAMBET:LA 


| © Hereunto isadded the ſubſcriptio 
the cherfeſt of the companie firſt,and afte 
ward the ſubſcriptio of M.Ro. Watſon a- 
lone,in ſpecial wordes, bicauſe he was cop- | 
red the beſtlerned amonge thereſt,& | 
therefore his iudgement was | 

molt regardced,and requi- | 

red , 
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@ITO MASTER CIL-Y 


BERT-BARCKLEY,, ” 


Heard with great griefe of minde,how 
| a countrefaite papiſte labored ſhame 
leſly to deface your moſt honeſt, and 
oodlie behauior towardes him, with the 


| foule name of ſimuled frenſhip , & flatte? 


: rie, AndIknow thetendernes of your 
* herte,and how muh it euer iuſtly grieuerh 


” 


; you,that the good name,that god hath gi” 
\ uen you, ſhuld be blemiſhed with falſe re? 


portes,& impudentlies. But I ruſt your 


| wiſedom is ſuc),that you wil not be longe = 


trobled,withthe barckinges of ſo foule a 
mouthed maſtife. Wherefore I exhorte 
youto ſtaie yourſelfe againſt this open in* 
iurie ypothe ground of an honeſt ypright 
coſcience, whereof ſondrie,that be here p* 
ſent,& haue longe time knowen you, giue 
yndoubtecFreſtimonies , & haue ſeen moſt 
certaine frutes. T his maſtife, whoſe na? 
me I wil notyttre, though it ſignifie , that 
he came of a wilie generatio , hath opened 


» his mouth againſtme alſo, and hathenfor 


ced himſelſe to ſcrath, and teare me with 
his nailes. But god of his goodnes, hath 
piuen me alwaics, where withto defende 


IN9-2i ci, 


. 
—. 
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miniſtred, ynto mezagainit this three hea? ! 
ded Cerberus bred,& longe fed in the po- ! 
pes kennel, I dedicate to you my dere fred 
maſter Barckley,bicauſe-you haue (uſtai” 
ned parte of this croſle with me , and haue, 
a\{wel at this time, as ar manie other ſtode 
ſo erneſtly in the defence of goddes truth, 
that you haue therefore prouoked a lai”! 
deroustounge againſt you. God (hal ſu?” 
rely requite you with his fauor,& the lord: 
Teſus ſhal giue you a good reporte in the! 
laſtdaie. Praie for me , and ceaſe not. 
to loue me, as I loue you, both for your o-! 

ther ſingular good qualities, &alſo + 

for your honeſt godlie zeale, 
that you haue ſhewed in 
this matter. The 
lord Jeſus con 
fprte you. 
Amen, 


tr Tt + + Vx 


my ſelfe. The defence that he hath now ! 


{ 


« 


| 


"T 'His tentence of. S. AUguit. 1 AlNCcgec 
to proue that al thinges come to paſ? 
ſe bi goddes wil,and ordinance. I he? 
'0-' ſebethe greatand moſt exquiſite worckes 
red gf o0d, that where as the nature of man, 
Lal _ angel had ſinned,that is to ſaie,had do 
aue; notthat he wold,but thatit wold , euen by 
" the ſame wil of the creature,where by that 
| was don, that the creator wold not, he 
au”! fulfilled that he wold , vſing wel eueneuil 
ſu”, thinges,as good himſelfe inthe higheſtde 
ord oree;to the damnation of them, whom he 
the: juſt! y foreordained to puniſhment,and to 
not. the ſaluation of them, whom he merciful- 
r O-} Iy foreordained tograce. For toud:ing 
) the ſelues thei did, thargod wold not, but 
touching the omnipotetie of god;thei cold 
no waie doit. Forcuen inthis that thei 
did againſt goddes wil, goddes wil was ful 
filled vpon them,or touching them, For 
therefore great,and exquiſite ar the lordes 
worckes thorough out al his wil, that after 
ameruailous,and vnſpeakable maner,that 
| Isnotdon beſides goddes wil, that is don a 
gainſtgoddes wil . In Enchirid. ca. 120. 


C-IO THIS HERE FOLOVVETH 
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in no wiſe ſo haye d3/that is to ſate haue ſinned} vi 


CA, Lint Aug. in theplace by you allegedA, a 
2 ſpeaking of the great/ 8 exquiſi ite wox? b 
es of god/ ſaierh that whan the nature! fi 
of angels / and man had ſinned/thatis to ſaie/, 2 
had don not that god wold//but that the ſame ng. d; 
ture wold/that he by the wil of the ſame creatu;s d 
re / whereby was don that / which the creatos Q 
wold not might fulfille that he wold, 

Here hane you Saint Auguſlines ſentence i 
theſe few wordes al readie rwiſe acainſt your af! 
ſertis /which is that it was the wil of god/ that 
Adamſhuld ſire. Foz,.S. Auguſtine ſaieth 
that ma whanhe ſinned /didnot that god wold,” 


And againe did not thatthe creato2 wold. And. | 


if x01 yet vndzeſtand not. S. Aug. to be manifeſt 
ly againſt you/than J counſel yon /go to alogis 
ctan/ and aſfe of him/and he wil tel you / that 11 
your afſertion/which is/ that it was the wil of ( 
god-/that Adam ſhuld ſinne/ and S. Auguſti- b 
nes cenſure/ which is / that man/ whan heſin, Þ 
ned /did not thatgod wold / be oppoſita con! t] 
traria,which ſtriue ſo ſoze/that thei can not ſtz; u 
de to gether, but the one onerth:oweth the other, a 
Further to make the matter mgze euident/S, n 
Aug. ſateth / that as pertaininge to them / that! 
is to ſaie angel /and mI/ thei did that god wold. 1) 
not/but as tothe Snipotentie of god / thei coly/ n 


Lam. 


Fed ac}einſ{ the wil of g90/ which. S. Auguft.by & 
wor! by interpreteth/that it was the wil of god to ſu 
ture! fre them to finne, Hitherto maſter Maſter. 
aie// And vps theſe wozdes of. S. Auguſt. that is not 
ent d3 beſides goddes wil/that is don againſt gods 
atu; des roil/ this wiſe docto2 maketh this gloſſe . 

4 That whic is d5 againſt the wil of god/ys yet 


| | not don beſides his wil / thar is to ſaie jn ſufs 


ce in} fringe. 

ur af; 

tht THERE VPON I SENT 
teth HIM THIS LETTRE. 

old,” 


And; B Ycauſe you handle theplace of Sainct 
ifeſt; Aug.bi me alleged, after ſudh ſorte, as 
Ogts you had ueuer red anic other ſentence 
' inhim,Iwildefire youto read,and to aun” 
ſwer theſe fewplaces more ouer. T heſe 
be.S. Aug.wordes in the.z. bo. de trinitate. 
Nothing is don,that procedethnot out of 
the inward. & intelligible courte of the ſo? 
_ ueraine emperour,according to his vnſpe® 
| akableiuſtice. For where doethnot the 
. wiſedo of almightie god worcke that he 
wil,whic reaceth from ende to ende ſtr 6g 
lb; ly,anddiſpoſeth al thinges ſwetely. Agai- 
; ne.d. Aug. hath theſe wordes:Itis than this 
| wil only,from which is ſprounge, what ſo- 


un. | 


euer is, Item,Nothinge ſetin mannes free! 
wil,Quercometh the wil of god, & though 
mando againſt goddes wil , yet againſt his | 
wil, which 1s him ſelfe,we ought to thincke 
nothing to be ſo.ds,as though he wold ha- 
ue it ah, don,and it is not = or that he 
wold not haue to be don,anditisdon. For | 
that wil is euer fulfilled, ether touching vs, 
orof ys. Touting vs,itis fulfilled, burwe } . 
fulfille it not, whan we ſinne. Of vsit is” 1 
fulfilled , whanwedo good . Item\lo of | : 
man alſogodeuer fulfilleth his wil,for ma 
doeth nothinge, whereof god worcferh ' 
not,that had Item, goddes wil is the |: 
neceſſitce of al thinges. I cold allege in- * 
numerable ſud places,but that itis pitie,to | 
combre ſo flendie a door,with to manie 
places at once. If you had ben aſmuqh oc 
cupied inreading.S.Au.as you haue ben oc 
cupicd indreaming vaine victories to your 
ſelfe, indoting after glorie, and in mafing 
your ſelfe droncfen, whith the ſwetenes 
thereof,you ſhuld haue Fnowen, that this 
is a principal propoſition in.S. Aug. which 
to proue,he driueth his argumentes. Bur | 
you haue ſpet ſo mu time infiſſing your | I 
faire yan: 2446 vaine glorie,that you haue 
had no leaſure, to fnow what Saint Aug. 


inpny — a, my ww a 8Nny, A .QÞ a> oc ____ 


res” 


gocth aboute. Surely maſter. N. if you 


'7 werenot tobe pitied bicauſe of your mad- 
| nes,you were wel to be laughedat, bictuſe 


of your fondnes. But] thincfe itrather 
my dutie , tolament your moſt miſerable 
ſtate. Butthis I wil ſaie, thatif you amend 
not your maners in time,you hal giue me 
occaſion, to bewraie your longe cares. 


And thanthough you haue longe walted, 


' tanqua leo cumanus,it wilbe fnowen whar 


you beindede, I wold belothe to mafe 


| a farther anatomie of your foule inwarde 

| partes,butif I ſhal perceaue, that it ſhalbe 
/ to yourwelth, I wil not ſticfe to giue you 
” alaund, ortwo. 1 haue hitherto handled 
| youagreat deale more honeſtly,than you 


deſerue,for ſuchreſpeQes,as god fnoweth, 
and I haue labored to couer maniean il fa. 
uored ſpotte, but if-you go forth in your. 
wicfednes , I wil ſtrippe you ſtare na - 
fed, and\{hew your ſcabbes to the world. 
God almightie youdſafe to driue out that 
perte ſpirite,that combreth you. Amen. 


© Tothislettre maſter Maſfer af - 


| red firſt,thathe wold differ the aiſwere to 


theſe places of.S. Aug. vntil I had aunſwe. 
red his former interpretation vpon.S. Ay. 


econdly that I tal to to raging, and thatl 
can not iuſtly harge him with fondnes & * 
| madnes. Thirdly he coniureth me *' 
_ to ſhewhim his ſcabbes of ini- 
| quitee, if I fnow anie in 
him &c.Whereito he 
re folowerh my 
aunſwere. : 


Tth the places,that I ſent you out of .S. ' 
Aug.plainly proue your yndreſtanding | 
of S.Aug.to be extremely fond,& me- + 
redotage,itisaſhameles ſhift of you mal * 
ter Maſter to faie, you wil differ the aun- 
'{ſwere,ynti] I haue aunſwered your interp- | 
tation wrounge, & wreſted not only with 
violence,but alſo with ſomeloſle of an ho + 
neſt conſcience. Wold you hauec a better _ 
interpreter of S. Auguſt.than S. Aug.is him | | 
ſelfe? Mafe firſtS. Auguſtines declaration » 
agree with your interpretation, & tha you | 
ſhal ſee, whatT can ſaie farther. Bur bi- | 
cauic you preſſe me ,to ſaie lomewhat to | 
your interpretation , firſt you {hal vndre- | 
ſtande,that Iwotnot, whether I maie im- | 
pute itto ignorance, or to a gauled conſcie | 
ce, that you haue falſly englifſ hed S. Aug. 
wordes. For,ctiam per candem creaturz 


<= www as A (AX cw 


& | 


voluntatetm,that is to ſaie, eueby the ſame 
wil of the creature, you haue turned in to 
theſe wordes,by the wil of the ſame creatu 
re. Whih haunge of the word , the ſame, 
diminiſheth the weighrof the ſentence. 

But vpon this hole ſentence of S. Aug.wha 
you haue wel rubbed your forehead , you 
ſaie,that S. Aug.is twiſe againſtme. For I 
ſaic,that it was goddes wil, that Ada ſhuld 
ſinne,and S. Aug.ſaieth,thatman,whan he 


| finned,did that god woldnot. Butto ſaie, 
- that itwas goddes wil,that man \huld fin- 
* ne,andthatmanin finning , did that god 


wold not,be oppoſita contraria. I auſwer 


; thatif alogicia wil tel me ſo,,I wil tel him 


thathe isan aſle. For theſe two,as you yn- 
dreſtand them, be not oppoſita contraria 
as heate,and cold, but thei be contradiAo- 
ria,as this,maſter Maſter is vynlerned,& m. 


; Maſferisnot ynlerned. And than if Saint 
Aug beagainſt ys, he ſpeafeth contradiao 
: ria, For heſaieth,that by the ſame wil, 
: whereby that was don, thatgod wold nor, 


god fulfilled that he wold. It god fulfilled 


| thathewold, by Adams finne, thanwas it 
5 | plainlygoddes wil,that Adi ſhuld ſinne. 
* Orels god fulfilled his wil by auce,& not 


vpon his infallible purpoſe faſt grounded 


#ternallybefore,but (uſpended his deter. 
mination,& fepte it yncertaine vpon Adis # 
domge,and Adam might haue turned,and | 
_—_ the hole matter, And ifS. Aug, | 
aie, that Adam did notthat god wold af- 
ter your meaning,than he ſpeaferh contra? | 
diQorie ſentences , whereof the one mult } 
euer ouerthrow the other. But theſe two, þ 
be nether oppolita contraria ,nor contra- | 
dicoria,as you vnlernedly afftirme. For ! 
this worde,wil,is not tafen in one ſenſe, in ' 
botheplaces. For whanS Aug faiethin| 
the firit place, that Ada did that god wold © 
not,he meaneth that Adam did,rthat g<d + 
alowednotin it ſelfe,and for it ſelfe. And | 
whan he ſaierh,that god by the ſame wil of | 
Adam, fulfilled that he wold , he meaneth 
that he fulfilled the thinge, that he purpo- 
ſed decreed,and ordained. For that S. 
Aug.mentthat it was goddes wil, that A-. 
dam ſhuld ſinne,theſe wordes ſignifie plat | 
ly,to al them, that ar not quite pait ſhame : | 
Nothing is don,that procedeth not out of | 
the inward courte of the ſoucraine empe- ! 
ror &c. And the reitof the ſentences.thart | 
I ſentyou before declare the ſame moſte- 
uidently. Bur you go forth as wiſely, & 


as honeſtly ,as you beganne. For theſe 


”” TS, ud 


ter. 


dis + wordes of S. Aug, Hoc quippe ipſo,quod 


cotra voluntatedet fecerunt ,de ipſis facta 


and f 


\Ug. | 
af» 


tra” i 


elt dei voluntas,you tranſlate thus : In that 
thei did againſt the wil of g0d,of them was 
don the wil of god. Firſt you ſlenderly 


; turne,hoc quippe ipſo,that is to ſaie,in this 
 yerie thing it ſelfe,in to this,in that ther did, 
| Jeauing outthe emphaſis , and force of the 
! fpeeh. Andthele wordes: De iplis fafta 


- eſt voluntas Dei,you tranſlate,of them was 


don goddes tri] , which tranſlation mafeth 


 theſentence doubteful,whether we ſhal yn 
' dreſtande.thar thei did goddes wil,or whe- 
| thergod did his wil touchinge them. YOhe- 
' "re asthe later ſenſe only,is S. Auguſti.mea- 


ning. Once morel aſfe you,whether I ſhal 
aſcribe this to want of lerning,or to witof 
boneſtic. Bur Ipraie you lir,he that ſai- 
eth,that goddes wil was fulfilled in the ye- 
rie ſinne of Adam,meaneth he not , that it 
was goddes wil,that Adam ſhuld ſinne? 

And whan you ſaie afterwarde,that the an- 
gels,and Adam cold not haue finned agaiit 
the wil of god , wil not your peuiſh pride 
ſuffre you to perceaue, that ſo you graunta 
oaiſt your ſelfe, that it was goddes wil that 


thei ſhuld finne? For al other men ſece;that 


what ſocuer is notdon againſt goddes wil, 


is don with his wil. For you can notma- 
Fe god to fitte as aneuter , enclining to ne- | 
ther parte. Buthow preatie is this,that whe-| 
reS. Aug.ſaicth,that,that is not don beſides! 

ooddes wil,that is don againſthis wil , you 
interprete,that S. Auguſt.meaneth,thatit is; 
notdon beſides goddes wilin ſuffring. $0 | 


manie thinges ar not don beſides maſter} 
Maſfers wil in ſuffringe , where withal yer} . 
maſter Maſter hath nothing to do. But we |, | 
ſaie , that nothing is do beſides goddes wil * . 
in ordaining,and ordring. For S.Aug.ſo 
exponeth him ſelfe in theſe wordes, Forif 
this were not good, that cuil thinges allo } | 
ſhuld be , thei ſhuld in nowiſe be ſuffred of © 1 
that almightic good,thart isto ſaie,god. To | : 
who withoutdoubte, as caſe as itis, todo | | 
what he wil , ſo caſte is itnot to ſuffre , that | | 
he wilnortto be don. By theſe wordes it ' - 
appeareth, that S. Auguſtines meaning is, 
that god ſuffreth nothinge, but that he wil- | 
leth, and ordainethtobedon. And than 
I ſend you this ſyllogiſme,what ſocuer god 
ſuffreth to be don , he willeth, and ordai- ; 
neth to bedon, after S. Augulti . meaning, | 
but god ſuffred Adam to ſinne,asno great | 
ſainte maſter Maſfer graiteth, ergo it was 


goddes wil, and ordinance, that Ada ſhuld 


Al- | 
"8, | 
eat 

vas F 


11d 


! finne,after S. Aug.meaning. And thanno 
| greateſainte maſter Maſfer hath troubled 
' this companie , without cauſe , to his awne 
* ſhame. Tafe to you this ſyllogiſme alſo: 
| Althe good thiges that be do inthe world, 
8; ar don bygoddes wil,and ordinance, butir 
| is good thateuil thinges ſhuld be d6 in the 
! world,as S. Aug teaceth, ergo cuil thinges 
! ardon in the world,by goddes wil,and or- 
: dinance. Can you ſaic gentle brother,with- 
il - outred <heefes, thatnothing is don beſides 
: goddes wil, coſtraincd by the wordes of S. 
if  Aug.,and yet denie that it was goddes wil, 
> that Adam ſhuld ſinne? Who wil tha thinfe 
: Thatyou ar at home,whan you ſpeate? But 


now that I haue ſhewed you , your wiltul 


- blindnes,and grofle iguorance in interpre- 
; ting S. Aug. Iwil peruſe more of your let- 
'-tre. Youſaie that I fal to raging. Butyou 


ſhal finde in the ende, that it was a good ho 
neſt zele vttered only to amende your out- 
Tagious faultes. Youar angrie that I har- 
pcyouwith madnes, & fondnes,for you ci 
not ſee them,in your propre perſon. But 
if you cal to remembrance your whole be- 
bauior inthis only matter , that of late you 
baueenterpriſed amonge vs, you ſhal find 
more madnes , & tondnes, thancanbe ex- 


-preſſed;. And though you perchaice can 
not find it, bicauſe you beblinded with ſel. 
fe loue,yet al other mEhaue marked it,mo 
re than mafeth for your honeſtie. You atk: 
not aſhamed to ſaie,that you offred a wri. 
ting for reconciliation, which in dede con. 
taineth nothing but ſhameles vaunting off 
your ſelfe , detacing of other far honeſterſþ 
than you,railinges, malitious ſlaunders , &þ 
open lies, And yet you can not ſee,whereinſ 
you haue brofen <aritee. Was not that ye-h 
rie charitably don of you,ſo gredely,and ſa 
malitiouſly to deſire , that M. Roſe might: 
be puniſhed , a man thathath trauailed ſo] 
long, ſo painfully , and ſo frutefully in the 
miniſterie of goddes worde , only bicauſeF 
he rubbed your gauled bacte,in telling youK: 
the truthe? Was not that verie q<haritablyſc 
don of you,to defame that right godlie ſo-WÞt 
bre man, maſter Barcfley,with moſtdeſpiteV! 
ful,and ſhameleslies? Was not that veriejtc 
charitably don of you to accuſe,and codemiv 
ne the hole copanie of hypocrital praiyngJ® 
to god,beſide 5 your ſelfe,the greateſt hypo de 
criteof al? Was not that vyerie charitably pl 
don of you to vttre ſuc a maſle of poiſonf*© 
againſt good men,whan you ſhuld haue p** 
pared your ſelfe to haue reccaucd the holighP* 


ce catiſommunion with them, if you had notben . 
b ſcl-Þ ſecrete papiſte,& an vngodlie man . Wo 
>MO*ſworth ſuch <haritee as might haue ſtaicd fo 
oU atſpodlie a purpoſe , if god had not wrought 
wri-hnore {tron ſy for yertue,tha the diuel cold 
con-tworcke miſheuouſly for vice, But now 
ig olfþicauſe you coniure me, to ſhew what ſcab- 
eſterÞÞþes of iniqnirie I fnowin you, I wil diſ- 
s , Uharge myconſcience. Firſt I ſfaie that you 
-reinfar a viſored , and diſguiſed papiſt, as youu 
t ve-haue plainly cnough Ws your ſelfe. 
xd ſo(Secondly I ſaie,that I ſee inyou a proud,ar 
\ightFogant,contentious,vnquiet, wh enuious 
d ſoÞpirite , which I praie god moſt hertely , to 
n thefhaſe out of you, that we maice embrace you 
auſeÞgaine as a brother , who now we haue iuſt 
 youſcauſe to abhorre,as a man yoide of goddes. 
ablyſfeare , & ſtuffed with manie horrible vices, 
> ſo.tbeſides your ſubtil ſecrete papiſtrie , This 
Þirevncleane ſpiritethat I ſpeafe of , and fnow 
-erieſto be in you,is the veric cauſe I am ſure, 
lemiwhy you diſſente from vs in this queſtion 
iyng1ofgoddes prouidece. For thorough god- 
ypodes grace we haue not ben obſcure,nor per 
ably{plexed in thiFmatter, nether can you pre- 
iſogfiende ignorance. Enuie,and the loue that 
e b{{tilremaineth in youto your old harlotte 
oli Poperic,hathmoucd you to -—_" theſe coa 


preſſed. , And though you percaice can 
not find it, bicauſe you beblinded with ſel 
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don or:youroviire iudch a mane or ponuy . 
againſt good men,whan you { buld baue pF 


parcd your ſelfe to haue reccaucd the holiP 


e canl gmmunion with them, if you had not ben - 
b ſcl Tegxere papiſte,8& an vngodlie man, Wo 
"a 
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« pIſtilremaineth in youto your old harlotte 

ola} Poperic,bathmoued you to ſtirre theſe coa 
, i i 


-prefſed:. And though you perdauce can 
not find it, bicauſe you beblinded with ſel. 
fe loue,yet al other mEhaue marked it,mo:h 
re than mafeth for your boneſtie. You atk 
not aſhamed to ſaie;that you offred a wri. 
ting for reconciliation, which in dede cons 
taineth nothing but ſhameles vaunting ol 
your ſelfe , defacing of other far honeſterſ 
than you,railinges, malitious ſlaunders , & 
open lies, And yet you can not ſee,whereink 
you haue brofen Gharitee. Mas not that yeh 
rie charitably don of you,ſo gredely,and ſo 
malitiouſly to deſire , that M. Roſe might 
be puniſhed , a man thathath trauailed ſoS} 
long, ſo painfully , and ſo frutefully in theff 
miniſterie of goddes worde, only bicauſe#| 
he rubbed your gauled bacfe,in telling youll: 
the truthe? Was not that verie <haritablyic 
don of you,to defame that right godlie ſo.Þ 
bre man,maſter Barcfley,with moſt deſpiresV 
ful,and ſhameleslies? Was not that verie!t 
charitably don of you to accuſe,and codem! 
ne the hole copanie of bypocrital praiyngz® 
to god,beſide s your ſelte,the greateſt bypoj4 
crite of al? Was not that yerie chharitablyiP 
don of you to vttre ſuc a maſle of poiſon} © 
againſt good men,whan you ſhuld haue Pp ſt 
pared your ſelfe to haue reccaucd the holighP 


e cali ommunion with them, if you had not ben 
b ſel-Þ, fecrete papiſte,& an vngodlie man . Wo 
MOkyorth ſuch <aritee as might haue ſtaied fo 
Ou afſpodlie a purpoſe , if god had not wrought 
 wri-gnore {tron * for yertue,tha the diuel cold 
 con-fworcte miſheuouſly for vice. Butnow 
1g Olfþicauſe you coniure me, to ſhew what ſcab- 
eſterſÞes of iniqnitie I fnowin you, I wil dif- 
'S , Uharge myconſcience. Firſt I ſaie that you 
creinſar a viſored , and diſguiſed papiſt, as you 
t ve-haue plainly cnough Mound your ſelfe. 
1d ſo[SecondlylI ſaie,thar I ſee in you a proud,ar 
1ghtFogant,contentious,vnquiet, _- enuious 
xd ſoÞpirite , which I praie god mott hertely , to 
n theſhaſe out of you, that we maie embrace you 
auſeagaine as a brother , who now we haue iuſt 
 youCauſe to abhorre,as a man yoide of goddes 
ablyifeare , & ſtuffed with manie horrible vices, 
- ſo-tbeſides your ſubtil ſecrete papiſtrie , This 
pirecVncleane ſpiritethat I ſpeafe of , and fnow 
erie.t0 be in you,is the veric cauſe I am ſure, 
lemiwhy you diſſente from vs in this queſtion 
ng, of goddes prouidece. For thorough god- 
ypog des grace we haue not ben obſcure,nor per 
ably} plexed in thifmatter, nether can you pre- 
ſogf tende ignorance. Envie,and the loue that 
p ſtil remaineth in youto your old harlotte 


c 
oli} POperie,hathmoucd you to ſtirre theſe coa 


les. Letthe feare of god,and loue of truth } 
mane you againe to quend' the fier that you | 
baue fendled , or ſurely there ſhalbe a fier | 
Fendled in your _ that no man,nor time 1 
ſhal quenthe. BurT truſt you wil calle to ! 
god [2 a better minde. And tothaten- $ 
de I wrote before,and now write to you a- þ © 
gaine. And Ipaſſenotthough I ſemerto }_ 
you to rage, ſo I maie bring you from yerie | 
raging in idede,and mere madnes Whe- | 
re you faine,that I wold draw you,from re 
pliyng againſt me with threates,that proce | 
deth from your old diſeaſe. For l fnow | 
by that,thatyou haue written alreadie , thar | 
youcan ſaie nothing to the purpoſe againſt | 
me. Yea if I were deſirous of glorie I wold * 
deſire you to replie,that you might vttre ' 
more follie,whi+ I cold eaſely turne to my ' 
greater praiſe. For | am ſure that you can 
bring nothing,but that,a man of meaneler 
ning maie cafely ouerthrow,& ſo gette glo 
rie. Wherefore I nede notlet you,to re- 
plie aimuchas you can, ſo you wolddo it 
without bitternes ofmind;withour furious. 
{tons , without vaine bragges , without | 
obitinate,& wilful blindnes, 1 without droc- | 
Fen affe ion to your old Tone ſyluer inne 
of Rome,whith ſome ond amaſ Ghar . 
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lyobtaine at your handes,” Further Imuſt 
* defire you to mafe leſle ſophiſtical argu- 
'| mentes , than you haue don 1n your former 
! writinges, For whan you ſaie,that itrwas 
' the wil of himonly that Adam ſhuld ſinne, 
n. þ which onlyof his malitious nature,&pro: 
; *pre inclination,tempteth ma.to ſinne , you 
# ſhal finde in ſophiſterie,that it 1s called pe- 
{ titio principh. Fornoman wil graunt,that 
| itwas Satans wil only, & that it cold be the 
wil of none other, but of him thatdeligh- 
? tethin ſinne,that Adamſhuld ſinne, onles 
| hebeas fonde,as you ar. And this I baue 
# declared ſufficiently in my former auſwer 
| alreadie publiſ hed,againſt which youthrea 
* ten todriue your blind battle rammes . 
* Bur Irruſt yourpuſh ſhal only bruſe your 
; ſelfe,&neuer ſhafe,nor moue me . For I 
thanke god [I ſtand faſter,and yponaſurer 


an 
lex grounde, than that ſo flender batterie can 
lo  beate medoune. You haue another dew 
-e. | baacfreaſon of lixe meale,whic is this : he 


' it thatwilleth notthe death of a finner,whic 
is the reward, & effeRe of linne,willeth not 


us 

11t | that man ſhuld finne. I praie you how 
\c- | proueyouthatgod willeththe death of no 
ne | {inner ſeing that. Pau. ſaieth, that he hath 


rd | veſlels prepared vnto deſtrution:Willeth 


"not the death of thoſe , whom he hath pre- 
pared todeſtruQion? Againe how childiſh 
ſophiſtrie is this: he that is the autor of life, 
willethno finne,which is the cauſe of death, | 
It ſemeth that you thincfe, that god willeth 
nomantodie. And thanal mendie beſi- 
des goddes wil. Which noman Idareſaie | 
wil affirme,onles he beſtarcke mad. I ad- 
uiſe you therefore, to leaue theſe toies of 
plaine franſie, God giue to you, and to 
me ſpecdierepentance of our faultes,& 0+ 
Pe your eyes in this matter,as he hath youds 

afed toopen ours, that we maie together 
agrec inthe truthe, in ynfained humilitee, 
and in driſtian loue , which <riſtian loue 
yet hath bir ſharpnes,& wil bite the faultes, 
that wilnot other wiſe be amended. Whe- 
 refore atmy handes you ſhal lofketo 

baue your boiles lauched , &to 
baue corrofies & ſmarting 
laiſters laied ypon 
them,yntil thei 
be cured, 
Goddes ſpirite direRe ys. . 


© Bar, Traheron your frend 
afſone as you can lous the tru- 
the, 
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| ſhaleare Ithinke. But 


countrefaite prbteſtat ſentme an ae 
ſwor ſtuffed with an huge heape 
of railing wordes , where- 
vpon 1 wrote thus yn 
to him againe . 


I you be not ſore ſicke,and feoble,after 
ſo greatthronges, and after your deliue- 
ance of ſud) a ſwarme of innumerable 
railing wordes, as it were of young duels, 
you maie be matched with anie \hegiaunt 
in the world in ſtrong,and luſtie trauail, & 
in your faire happie <ildbed. Irtſemeth 
to me;thatinthe middeſt of your rauinge 
traunce,you had alitle witte remaining. 
For whereas you deſpeared viRorie in al 
other thinges,you thought you wold over 
comme at the [ef in railing,fcoffing,& tai- 
ting. And ſurely you haue brought your 
ſwete purpoſe to paſſe. ForlT yeld vnto 
you this noble viQorie, & hold vp my hi- 
des, And bicauſe you haue a meruailous 
preedie higer,& a thirſt ynquengreable for 
vaine glorie,you ſhal haue this praiſe at my 
hades alſo;that you ar the the iolieſt ſcold, 
and the greateſt railer,that ever I heard,or 
{hal I not thincke 
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that you wold ſporte your ſelfe inplaie, 
refreſh your forworen witte with a prea 
tie,pleaſant,frantife imagination, wha you 
wrote inthe beginnig of your luſtic lertre 
after that you had powred out at one beldg 
more than halfe adouſen malitious railing 
wordes,that you were taught by S. Pet. no 
to rendre rebufe for rebuke. T hought yot 
it » good a thinge to tafe a while a litle p; 
time in your ioicous franſie,that you paſle 
not how longe men ſhuld lawgh at you 
mad behauior afterwarde? Bur if I ſhul, 
medle with al your ſtraige pranfes, & wi 
al your new follies,I ſhuldſhew my ſelfe l 
leleſſe fond,than you ar. TI wi! therefor 
pife our here,and there,that I thincke mai 
combre a ſimple reader. Otherwiſero ſai 
e the truth,al your gaic ſtuffe is ſub, as | 
might be better deſpiſed,than aunſweres 
In regard of the vnlerned,and to {hew yo 
your foule fete, while you glorie in your pt 
cockes fethers I muſtdo ſome what again| 
myn awne iudgemet,& ſtoupe ſo to hougs 
your hammes behinde;that you ſhal be ſee 
to halre in this matter. Bicauſe I ſaid th; 
you wreſted S. Au.not oly violently,but al 
ſo with ſome loſle of a good conſcience 
rou permitte to your ſelſe to attirme,rhat 
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Antidriſtes parte , ſo proudly to pre- 
{ame;to haue aplace in manes conſcience. 
Butif I plaic Antidriſtes parte in iudging 
your conicience by the manifeſt frutes the- 
reof, whoſe parte plaic you, whan in your 
writirge , you iudge ſo often ,thatto bein 
my herte, whereof you neuer ſaw frute,nor 
ſparfe,nor anie maner of likelihod , I thac- 
fegod? YWvel I beleueere itbe long,you 
ſhal fele,vhoſe parte you hauec plaiedX ou 
be verie angrie that I doubted whether you 
yndreſtode S. Aug. wordes, and you wold 
haue me to impute the faulte of your traſ- 
lation,to want of diligent examination. 
For you had leuer al other fauites ſhuld be 
found in youzthan lacke of lerning. Wel 
] am corente for this once,that you ſhal wi- 
pe awaic one faulte with another , 2nd thar 
men ſhal rather compre you raſhe.& torun 
ne blindfold for baſt, tha not to vndreſtad 
ſocaſle latine wordes. But ycu beſo good 
a man.than you wil tea me my grammer 
to: For you ſaie.I engliſſh impleret;he ful 
filled. For thorough on to teachh,you ltic- 
fenotto mafcalie. For this is my tranſ- 
lation : T heſe be the great worcfes of gd 
&c. that he fulfilled &c. Where ] mate 1m- 
pleret;the ſubiunctiue m—_— , and nct the 
lin. 


orvnlernedly affirme. You englifſe the 
word,impleret,might fulfille, & ſo might 
I to, if I wold hauc ſherwed my (elfe as ig- 
norant,asyouar, For might fulfil, ma- 
feth the ſentence doubteful. For got might 
fulfille his wil;thoughhedid not Palfille his 
wil. But S. Aug. mentnot, to leaue the 
ſentence in ſuſpenſe, that god might fulftl 
his wil,8& did not, but he ment to teach cer- 
rainly, that hedid fulfille his wil . And thus 
by turnig the ſubiuftiue mode in to the po 
rential,you haue tafeEgreat paines,to ſhew 
your ſelfe as ignorant in grammer, as you 
did before,and do afterward in logike. 
Where [I ſaid that S. Aug.meaneth, that A- 
damdid,thatgod woldnotinir ſelſe, and 
for itſelſe, bicauſe you can. not confure it, 
you wold auoide it with ameruailous prea 
tieſhift. Foryou aunſwrr, that if irmight 
be permirted to you, fo to wreſt euerie au- 
tor,you wold hauenone againſt you,& that 
I affirme myn vndreſtanding only vpon a 
lordly autorite. Howbeit if you haue lea- 
ſureto be at home alitle while , you ſhal 
yndreſtand,that I affirmenot my ſaiynge, 
vpon myne awne autoritee,but ypo a good 
ground, Forif youdenie that,or the life 


indicative mode, as you ether ſhameleſly,] 


| 
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}| tobeS. Au.meaning,you ſhal make himto 
| +" oppoſita cotraria,as you ynadui- 
ed 


ly powre out your wordes at auenture, 
but plaine cotradiQorie ſeteces,&to fighte 
_=_ himſelfe. Butnowarthe laſt you 


ewan high point of wit,and lerninge. 


For where I proued thatit was S . Auguſti 


nes minde,that Ada ſinned by goddes wil, 
and ordinice,out of theſe his wordes : No 
thinge is don &c., and out of the other ſen 
tences alleged before,you ſaie thatnone of 
thoſe places,proue the matter. For, ſaie 
you, al thoſe places ſpeafe of goddes pro- 
uidence,whereby al thinges haue their be- 
ing,and ar gouerned, If al thinges be go- 
uerned by goddes prouidence, as you con- 
feſſe , than ſinful a&es ar gouerned by his 
prouidence alſo,& comme not to paſle be 
ſides his wil,and ordinance. And what a 
preatic argument of yours is this,ſinne is 
a deprauation of nature, and the abſence 
of rightcouſnes,ergo it cometh not to paſ= 
ſeby the ordinance of god. But, I wee- 
ne, thatthe-Jues committed in procuryng 
of Chriſtesdeath,was adeprauation of na 
ture,and and anabſence of righteouſnes,8 
yet goddes hand foreordained it to beds, 
asthe ſcriptureteſtifieth , If you had mas» 


de your argument thus,ſfinne is adepraua.| 


tion of nature,ergo godis not the autor, 
nor propre worcter of it, you ſhuld haue 
ben an alowed. For it isnot al o- 
ne to ordaine finne, and to be the autor of 
ſinne,as you in your dreame mafe them al 
one , whan you wot not what you ſpeafe. 
Bur I muſtgo farther, & firſt relle youthat 
ſondrie other of your aunſweres folowing 
ar nothing els but zvr 9 ex pythagoraes 
he ſpate it, which anie reader maie caſcly 
eſpie by him ſelfe . And bicauſe your auto 
ritic with me is as great,as the popes mules 
maieitie,I muſt telle you moreouer that,I 
wil ſpend notime aboute your nafcd affir- 
mations. Burtitisa ſporte to ſee how clerc 
ly you teach me logite. I aſfed you this 
queſtion: hethat ſaierh, that Adams finne 
was not don beſides goddes wil , meaneth 
he nort,chat it was don by goddes wil ?To 
this you ſaie,that my queſtion pretendeth 
a ſimple conuerfion, & bicauſe you doubte 
whether euer I red logife, you voucheſafe 
gently to teach me what a ſimple conuertio 
requireth.. But your Jucfe is euer vnhap- 
pie. For while you labor to \hew your 


ſelfe conning, you ſhew that you haue loſt 
your witte,and al lerningto. 1 hauered 
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Ailigently though you frette more , thanT 


ticular aftirmatiue this maie be an exeple: | 


our 
loſt 
red 


wold wiſ he for enuie, the beit autors; that 
write of logite. And thei tea, that their 
be three maners of conuerſions. I he firſt 
is called conuerſio ſimplex. And thartis, 
whan the ſame ſignes,and the ſame quali- 
te remaining,the predicate is turned into 
the ſubicRe, and the ſubieRe into the pre 
dicate. And this<aunge is made onl | 

in an vniuerfal negatiue, & a particular w”, | 
firmatiue. I mult vſe of force logife ter- 
mes,with a logician. T he exemple of an y- 
yniuerſal negatiue is this: Noman that lo- 
ueth god,abhorreth the readig oftheſcrip || 
ture , ergo noman thatabhorreth the rea- 


ding of the ſcripture loueth god. Ofapar 


at 


Some raging paſſion in a mannes herrte, 1s 
anger.ergo ſome anger 1s a raging paſtion, 

he ſeconde conuerfſion is called con- 
uerfio per accidens. And that is whan the 
ſubiee is made of the predicate, and the 
predicate of the ſubieQe, the ſame qualite | 
remaining, but the fignes <hatged thar is to | 
ſfaie. the vniuerſal turned in to a particular | 
thus: Euerie good thing is profitable, ergo 
ſome profitable thinge is good. The | 
third iscalled conuerſio per contrapoſiti- = 


dicate,and the predicate of the ſubie&e, ſo 
that by the remouing of the predicate, the 
ſubieRe is remoued,as what ſo cuer is pro- 
firable,is honelt , ergo what fo ener is not 
honeſt,is not profitable. Now leralogi- 
cian {hew me in what couerſion my quzxſ- 
tionis : he that ſaieth, that Adas finne was 
notdon beſides goddes wil , ſaieth,that it 
was don by goddes wil. My ſcolemaſter ſai 
cthirisina ſimple conuertion. But here 
the ſubiee isnot turned into the predica- 
' te,nor the predicate in to the ſubieQe,bur 
a declaration only is made, that , not beſi- 
des goddes wil,and by goddes wil is al one, 


And this had bena ſimple conuerſion: } 
Adams finne was not don beſides goddes | 
wil,and goddes wil was notdon belides A | 
dams ſinne. Wherefore ſeing thatin my | 
queſtion there is no ſimple conuerfion,my | 
maſter ,aftirming it fo to be, is averieſim- | 
ple logician. But he ſaieth moreouer, | 
that I ſhuld haue putthe queſtion thus, he | 
that ſaieth that Adams ſinne was not don | 
beſides goddes wil,meaneth henot, that A | 
dam ſinned,not beſides goddes wil, Now | 


this is the ſonge of a coucfoo,a tautologie, 
and yaine repetition ofthe ſelfe ſame thin- 


onem,wha the ſubiee is made of the rre- 
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| ge,or it importeth, that the ſpee<es be of 
one force,and ſignifie the ſame thing after 
my meaning. Who ſecth not now that 
god hath ſent ſuch a ſwimming in to this a- 
dle hed,thar the mi Fnoweth not what here 

roucth,dutconfirmeth his aduerſaries ſai 
yngwhile he wold overthrow it. Lervs 
procede.to this my ſyllogiſme . Wharſoe- 
uer god ſuffreth to be don, he willeth & or- 
| daineth to bedon, afterS. Auguſtines mea 
ning,but god ſuffred Adamto finne,as no 
orcat ſainte m. Maſ ker graunterh, ergo it 
was goddes reil,that Adi ſhuld finne, this 
diſguiſed popelyperſon,ſaicththatthe ma 
. | ior,and the concluſion be falſe. Bur I wil 

| proue the maior to be true,and than Irtruſt 
| he wil notſticke to graunte the concluſion 
{ tobetrue. For 1am ſurethathewilfind- 
{ no fault in the minor;bicauſe itis his awne. 
{ S Aug.ſaieth,that god ſuffreth nothing,bur 
| byiuſt iudgement, and thathe ſuffreth no- 
| thing vnwalling . If god ſutfre nothing .be- 
! fideshis iuſt iudgement, and his wil , who 
| ſceth not;that whatſoeuer god ſuffreth, he - 
| willeth,and ordaineth to bedon,by his iuſt 
| iudgement. For ſhewe me a thinge, that 
he willeth ro be don in the world, and the- 
refore isdon in the world, & ycthe crdai. 


ſaigth, that what ſocuer he wold , he hath 
don in heauen,and inerth. Andhe hath not 
broughtanie thinge ro paſſe in the world, 
beſides his ordinance. And S. Aug. ſaieth, 
thatthis ſentence of rhe ſcipture (huld not 
be true,if god wold haue anie th inge to be 
don,and neuertheles bath not donit. Bur 
this new ſaitdareth affirme,that god wold 
that Adam ſhuld not haue ſinned , and yet 
brought itnot to paile, and ſo ouermala- 
pertly, or rather bla cnromanarrny ere he be 
ware, he accuſeth the holie goſt, & good S. 
Aug. of vntruthe. But now | mult heare 
his worthie ſyllogiſme. : 

Bar. Taheron ſaieth / that it was gjoddes 
wil and o2dinance/that Adam # huld ſinne/ but 
the wo2de of god/ andS. Ang. ſaie cleane cons 
trarte /ergo Bar. Traheron lieth. 

I aunſwer that my maſter with another 
lie ſaieth thar I lie,bicauſe his minor is ſha- 
meletly falſe. For nether the word of god, 
nor. Aug. is againtt my ſaiyng,but bothe 
mafe moſt plainly withit. T he trial whe- 
reof | permitte to the godlie. As forthe 
preatie plaies,wherein he robleth himſelfe 
afterwarde in his annſwere, I haue diſclo- 


ſed before. The ſimilitude,which he put- 


nedit notto be don? Por the ſcripture 


| teth of a fing , who perdoneth an offender 


—_—  ———— — 


according to his longe purpoſe before,for 
the loue + beareth to him , is verie poore 
as himſelfe calleth it,and as I maie adde to 
his awne ſaiyng , verie peuiſh to. For 
he ſaieth, rhat the fing fulfilled his wil vps - 
the man,and yet ordained not, that the ma 
ſþuld offend . And than he thincfeth, that 
he hath brought forth a meruailous mon- 
ſtre,after a great terrible cracfe. Bur he 
muſt ſhew,thar god.hath nomore to doin 
ruling m2nnes mindes, than a fing hath in 
ruling th2 mindes of his {ubie&es, if be wil 
bring anie thing to the purpole. Arem- 
poral finges power entrethnot into men- 
nes hertes,nor direfteth them, but Saloms 
ſaieth, thar the herte of afing is in goddes 
hand, be it neuer ſo fierce, wil, & violent, 
and that he turneth it whether ſocuer he 
wil. And therefore we aſcribe vnto god 
a farther matter,than to perdon offences, 
according to his purpoſe, namely euen to 
ordaineal thinges that ar donin x world, 
& to dire&e.not only mennes bodies, bur 
alſo their mindes to what it ſemeth good 
to his ynſerheable wiſedom. And this the. 
ſcripture teaceth fo plaily, that he muſtne 
des haue aface of we odde,, that wil denie. 


| 


> So. Y 


it. Bur after that this countrefaite hathe . 
proprely plaied this much of his enterlude 
egoethaboute to waſſhe an xthiopian,8& 
to purge him ſelfe of ſud vices, as al men 
Fnow to be in him;that fnow him. But e- 
uer his happe is ſuc<,thateuerie thing is the 
worſe for his handling. For the more he 
waſſheth,& ſcoureth himſelfe, the fowler 
he ſemeth to al men. ButT am werie of 
the vnpleaſant ſauor of that boxe, which I 
wiſh neuer more to be ppened before me. 
As for his railinges vpon me,and good m. 
Barctley, we paile as muchas we do by the 
barckinges ofa curre. Wherefore I lea- 
ue al thar,& comme to our matter againe. 
He beleueth,that I haue belied thoſe gre- | 
at worthie lerned men,whom I named in | 
my boke,and aftirmed to be on my ſide. | 
wherein he ſheweth himſelfe to be a man *! 
of leſſe reading,than I thought. Butlerte 
him read Zuinglius De prouidentia Dei, | 
OEcolampadius commenta . vpon Eſaie, : 
Mar. Bucere vpon the epiſt.to the Ro. Lu- *' 
theres ſeruum arbitriti, Petre Martyrs co- } 
ment. vpon the epiſt. tothe Cor, Caluines # 
Inſtitution,and aunſwer contra calumnias 
nebulonis cuiuſdam, and there he ſhal fin- ! 


dethisdoArine thatl hold ,more plainly | 


tavght, & moreſtrongly confirmed, than 
Icanteade, or confirme. Nowal that fo- 
loweth inthis iolie triumphant lettre jis a 
fincke of ſuch filth,that I am faine to runne 
>. | fromit,and lethim wallow in it him ſelfe 
ie | alone;thathe maie bragge,that nomadurſt 
ie | ſetteypon him. As tor meT had rather 
r | plaiethecowarde, and tafe me to my leg- 
>f | ges,thanto aſſaulte him in ſo vile and ſtinc 
IT || fingaplace, where I ſhuld be more com- 
e. | bred with carinous ſauors , than honored 
1. | withthe ouerthrow of myn aduerſarie. 
e | Wherefore he ſhal ſticke there ſti] for me, 
2- | and ſingetriumphes to himſelte alone. 


n# TAFTER THIS LETTRE, 
* THERE FOLOVVETH A REPLI- 
cation to my bofe , and former 
aunſweres made to certai- 
ne cauillations, and 
thereto this is the 
reioinder, 


MY ſtoute aduerſaries replication c6- 
taineth much ſuperfluous talfe. But 

I wildraw al into as mucſhortnes, 
as I can,and meddle only with thoſe poin- 
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tes,that haue ſome color, whereby the ſim. 
ple maie be begiled. Where I ſaid, thari 
this be an ynreuerent ſpeech to ſate, thatit 
was goddes wil and ordinance,that Adam 
ſhu'd ſinne, thi this is an ynreuerer ſpeed, 
to ſa12,that it was goddes wil & ordinance, 
that the Tues huld crucifie Chriſt &c. he de 
nieth my conſequent,life a grear logicia, & 
laboureth miſerably to find'{ome thinge 
valize in theſe ſpeeches. And at thelaſth 
hath eſpicd,that the ſcripture ſaies not thaf: 
it was goddes wil,and ordinance, that the 
Jues ſhuld ſinne in crucifiyng Chriſt . Bu 
© lophiſter how cold god ordaine, that the 
Juez Chuld crucifie Chriſt,fo innocent a m3 
without their ſinne? Wherefore he that 
ordained the Tues to crucifis Chriſt, ordail 
ned them to finne in crucifiig Chriſt. Ang 
than I giue you this ſyllogiſme where vp 
to gnaw: Who ſoordaineth a nawghtif 
mantofil 2 yerie innocent, ordaineth himl 
to ſinne,but god ordained the wicked Tues? 
to kil Chriſt a moſt innocent blameles miZ 
ergo he ordained themto ſinne. And ye 
god was not the autor and propre'worcte) 
of the malitiouscrueltie,rhat was in the Iu 
es,but ordained only , that the Tues ſhult 
finne in yttering that crueltie of their awnt 
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imJÞ |hertes wrought ofthem ſelues, & | POW 
ariff out of their awne corruption vponhis ſon 
tiff Ine Chriſt,as I haue ſhewed in my bofeAand 
lamſ wil ſhew more largely hereafter, whan I 
ed, muſt bewraie how hedſtrong a beaſt this is, 
which wil notobeie the bridle, but rine on- 
ſtil,and affirme,that ro ordaine a thinge, & 
to be the autor, & propre worcfer of a thig, 
is al one. As for his Fllic inturning god- 
the des ordinance, which worde the ſcripture 
hal. hath inthis place, into goddes bare luffe- 
 th4 rig,which word the ſcripture hath not,is ſuf 
ficiently vttered before. But ſee what a 
fowle fal this faire beaſt giueth himſelfe . 
| For he writeth,that we cannot ſaie, that 
i} god ſo ſuffered the Tues ates , that he had 
'# nodoing,or medling therewith . For their 
Z bodies,and ſowles,ſaieth he,& al the pow- 
4 ers, ſtirringes, & motions ofthem,were of 
F god &c, Firſtiigod had todo with their 
ict ades,] am ſure thei did nothing, whether 
= hewold,orno. Secodly if al their ſtirrin- 
m3 ges,& motions were of god than that they 
4 ſtirred, & mouecd them ſelues agaiſt Chriſt, 
3} was ofgod, And how that cold be don 
- T,4 without their ſinne , letthis Juſtice logician 
1. ſhew. And thus he teaceth, thar itwas 
{ of god;that the Iues ſinned againſt Chriſt, 
' on 
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For we ſpeafe not of ſtirring,and mouing,- 
ſimply,bur of ſtirring and mouing againlfi | 
Cyoriſt,rehich is ſinne . Howbeirt I vſe nog 
that ſpect, that the Tues ſinning again} 
Chriſt,was of god,not thatir maic no waig 
be ſuffered,bur bicauſe that it maie ſeme tak 


trethe ſinnes;thatlurcfed in their hertes , 8 
ſo comitte moſt wicked aRes agailt Chriſt 
This Polyphemus than hath nor yet he 
led his wounded forched,but in ſaluing of 
it,hath made itworſe. I alleged this play » 
ce of Salomon, god hath wrought al thing | 
ges for him ſelfe,to proue that the worldis 
goucrned,by goddes prouidence, and thay , 
nothing commety to paſle,beſides his ord? F 
Nance. To this ournoble aduerſaric repli : d 
eth,with theſe wordes . G 
Who denieth that god wzought al thinge, , 
fo him ſclfe / but what maketh that topouc/! ,_ 
that it was goddes wil / and 0:dinance/that 2; : 
dam ſhuld ſinne 2 j I 
 Itſemeththat this famous clercke;thine} _ 


Fcth that Salomon ſpeaferh of gaddes mi , 


4 
L 
| 


, Ying of creatures,as though his worde were 
m_ T bara,or aſa,or iatſer,butbis worde is paal 3 

* and he vſeth it,in char ſenſe, wherein itis y- 
-. #ſedinthe pſal.44.our fathersbhaue tolde vs, 
©} poal paaltha,the worcfe that thou wrough- 
| reſtintheir daies. Salomon than ſpeateth 
of goddes prouidence,indireRing and go 
F uerning al the aQtes,that commeto paſſe in 
[| the world tohis glorie. And thanlI faie, 
f thatifirtbe ſo thatgoddes proutdence is ex 
rom rended thorough out al mennes doinges, 

VR than Adam ſinned notbefides his wil,& or 
7 dinance. But how like himſelfe is this 
--4 doughtie wight , whan he maferh this great 
Z reaſon. 

w Sinne is ap2ziuation/and abſcnce of rightes 
P42 ouſnes / ergo it camme not to paſſe by goddes 
þ 7 wil/ and c2dinance. 

' Forwho fFnoweth not, thatdarcFnes is a 


o { bal ſaie,that darcfnes camme to pa e beſ1- 
albe hiſ- 


Duc, 


s 1 prone to Epicures ſwinesſtie. Where 


n the generati» 
” | 


on,and begetting of the wicked , & left him} 
in the ſtatc of perdirion,that he contraQted Þ 
of his parcntes. BurSalomons meanin 
is.that god hath ordained the wicked ro da- 
nation for his awne glorie, in ſetting forth 
bis righteouſnes , as it is nowen almolt to 
euerie barber. Whan leremie aſfeth this 
ueſtion : who is he thar ſaierh, athinge is 
| IE” the lord commauded itnor.it fig4 
nificth to them , that baue anie {fille in the 
bebrue touge,aſmut as if he had ſaid , who 
is he.tharſaieth,thar anie thinge is don, and 
the lord'ordained it not. This ſentence 
our giaunt violently cruſſheth together , & 
reſtraineth only to plages, and puniſhmen 
tes. But wil know,who gaue him auto- 
ritie,to curtal large ſentences,and to turne 
euerie thing,into ſome thing betore I yeld } 
to his tyrannie. Inthe expoſition of the Þ 
ſeconde place of Jeremie , which I alleged Þ 
to proue,that goddes prouidence readxerh | 
to thedire&ting of menes doinges,he grau- | 
teth,thatgod vſed the furie, and malice of * 
the diuel , & of the kinge of Babilo to pu- ? 
niſt his people.and yet he wil notgraunt, % 
that he ordaineth mennes ſinnes. Andno # 
meruall,for thei that ſpeafe in a franſie,ſtic- 


fe not to ſpeafe thinges fightinge with them | 
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| or thei Fnow not rhatThe! 
te. He laboreth afterwarde to ſhew.thatthe 
kinge of Babilons ſinne camme of his aw=- 
necorrupte inclination,and not of god,as 
though | had not made itplaine before, 
that though god yſe, and ordaine mennes 
ſinnes to his glorie,yethe is notthe autor & 
propre worcfer of them. To the place of 
Salomon,concerning the gouernace of lot- 
tes,& to the place of Elaie, where god tea- 
heth vs thathe frameth &c. Theſe be his 
wordes for aunſrwer. 

Theſe places manifeſtly p:one/ that «l rhin- 
ges ar w2ought/ and gouerned by goddes pro 
vidence. And who denieth that 2 But what is 
this to prone/that it regs goddes wil / that. As 
dam ſhuld ſinne / whic> came of the malice of 
the dcucl/and Adams vncleane lrſt 

Hitherto this ſicke man. For he muſt be 
yerte ſicfe , that ſaieth, thar al thinges ar 
wrought , and gouerned by goddes proui-. 
dence,and yet holdeth that ſinnes ar comit- 
ted in the world beſides his wil, and ordi- 
nance. He muſt be alſo ſome what i] at ea- 
ſe in his braine,that maketh this argument, 
finne camme of the malice of the diuel. & 
mannes luſt, ergo it was not ordained by 
god, For god ca,& —_— aine thinges 


in. h 


whereof the diuel, and mannes nawghris 


herte,be the autors , verie cauſes,& propre 1 
worcfers,as I thinfe we haue now made maſ} | 
nife{ttoeuerie <hilde. Butheare farther. | | 
Jf you wil ſaie/ſateth he/that goddes pro} 
vidcnce ſo ruled/and turned Adams ſinne/thatf ! 
he made it to ſerue his glorie/than hal you vnz| | 
dreſtand theſe places rightly-/and thi J wil ſaie} 
with you. | 
Surely lir,you now wel enough, that I] | 
haue ſo ſaide, & written more thantwiſe, | 
or thriſe, & {o haue you graunted againſt 
your wil,and to the lofle of your ſore tra- 
uaile,that 1 haue rightly vndreſtanded tho 
ſe places of rhe icripture, and ſo muſt you 
yeld to me inthis matter,if you be be an ho 
ne{t man of your word. But ſome feare | 
you wil ſaie rather that you ſpafe al this in 
atraunce, or ina ſodaine paſſion , or that 
for lace of leaſure,you examined not wel 
your writinges. Buthow can you ſaie,that 
god determined before al time, to rule, & | 
gouerne Adams ſinne, and yetthat Adam 
ſinned beſides goddes wil,and ordinance. 


For god doeth nothing,that he had not cer 
tainly purpoſed before al time. Burt he 
cold not certainly determine to rule,& tur } 
ne Adams finne to his glorie,if Adam fin- | 


ned befides his wil, and ordinance , and 
might for al his wil,&ordinance haue not 
finned. Afterthis our glorious <amplan 
commeth to the argument, that was made 
out of theſe wordes of Dauid,god willeth 
none iniquite, and graunteth without tha- 
fes, that I haue taught the true meaning of 


the place, and ſo ouer turneth the reaſon, 
wherein he gloried ſomud) before, Burthe 
falleth againe to his old grofſe error,thata 
ma can wil nothing,wherein he delighterh 
not,which fondnes he wighthaue foud co- 
futed in the later ende of my bofe ſent yn- 
tohim. And if he red thatplace, and yet 


wold ſticke ſtil in the ſame myre, it appea- 
| reth;that he had leuerbe compred ſhame- 
les,than a man reformed. And ſol fea- 
re I ſhalbe faine to leaue him, onles god 
voucſafe ſpeedely to ſhew his mightie 
hande. Where I ſaid that thei aſcribe wea- 
{ Fnes to god,that teach, that Ada ſinned be- 
{ ſides goddes wil, & whether god wold , or 
{ no, he auoideth it proprely with this only, 
# that my ſimilitude aſcribeth weatnes to 
goddes wil , But thoughT had ſoflender- 


e { lyhandled thematter, as I thanfe god I ha. 


4 ue not,yet he had not therefore auoided, 
\ # butthat hehad aſcribed weafnes to god, 


w2l purged che myre of his awne garmen- 
t25,by caiting othzr life mire ypon mine . 
Butler vs ſee how protounlly he perceth 
to th: boatome of darctnes to feth vp this 
2are. To faiethacgol willeth 2 thing, 
wherein'hedzlighteth nor for it ſelfe , he 
afirmzth to aſcribe weaFacs to god. For 
w2 cannot wil a thing , wherein we delight 
not,noralow,but for eſhe wing, of greater 
inconuenienze , which els we caniin no wiſe 
auoide. Firſt marcte,that whereas he af- 
firm:d {imply before, that we cannot wil 
the thinge,that wed-lighte notin, here I ca 
not tel by what miſhaunce, he graunteth, 
that we maic wil a thinge, wherein we de- 
lighcnor,for the auoidance of a greater in- 
conueaience. Bur I wil ſhortely (hew , that 
we maie wil a thinge for a certaine purpo- 
ſe,and notdelighte in it,for itſelfe.though 
we be not compelled thercunto thorough 
th: daunger of agreater inconuenience, & 
though w2 migit auoide it. I praie you © 
the leitof the noble companie of Duran - 
des,and Dorbeles, maie i not wil,that you 
ſhal vttre your follie in writing, wherein [ 


— 


purpoſe,namsly that nomi hereafcer maie 


promiſe you,Idclight not, fora certaine 


Ne*ther ſhuld he haue thought, that he had] 
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nmne in to the like madnes, though T cold 


otherwiſe aucide it,without the compullſi- 
on of neceſſitie? And albeit thar I cold nor 
bringe al this to paſſe, yet I fnow god cold 
bring,itto paſſe,not thorough the weafkenes 
of his wil,as you dreame,but thorough the 
mightines of his wil,as me ſee that be awa 
ke. Cold not god I praie you wil and or- -j- 
daine Satans miniſters,to robbe Tob, onles 
he delighted in their robberie for it ſelfe, 
or of necefſitee to auoide a greater incon- 
uenience? Cold not he wil,and ordaine.,. 
Achabs falſe prophetes to he,onles hede- 
lighted in their liyng for itſelfe? Cold not .,- 
he wil,and ordaine,that Hophnie, and Phi / 

neas ſhuld not heare their fathers good ad 
monition,bicauſe he weld kil them, onles 


he delighted in their ſtubburne diſobedien 
ce,or of neceſlitee to auoid a greater incon 
uenience? God than willeth thinges,that 
he delighteth not in for them ſelues,nether, 
by reaſon of weafenes,norto auoide a grea: 
ter inconuenience,but to ſette torth before 
menneseyes, his power , his wiſedom , his) 
righteouſnes , his goodnes, and mercie, 
Which vertues yet neuer to be Fnowen to 
the world,we maie wel iudge to be an inc 


uenience touching vs,but toud ing god,itis 


/ 


" none atal. 


or he might haue remained | 
 perfeAlybliſful in him ſelfe,though he had 

neuermade vs. Awaie than with this yaine 
iangling. Butlet vs ſe more of this gaie 
ſtuffe. Our preatie Polyphemus wil nor 
confeſſe,that he goeth aboutre to pulle god 
outof his throne. For faieth he, his oftice 
ofgouerning,conſiſteth nor in this, that it 
was his wil,& ordinance, that Adam ſhuld 
ſinne. Butifyourafe from god the ordai- 
ning,goucrning,and direQtng of Adas ſin-! 
ne,and of al mennes ſinnes, you ſhal diſ- 
hard him of a great parte of his goucrne- 
ment,and ſo farre lite a young giaunt, you 
go furioutly aboure,to pulle him our of his} 
throne,to your awnedettrution. Burt we 
ardemaunded an highquzition, how we 
can proue that thei,which reac , rhar itwas 
notgoddes wil.that Adam huld tinne, do 
tea that thiges beds whether god wil or 
no. I praic you maſter Do&orhe that do- 
eth the thing , that youwold itſhuld notbe 
do,doeth he itnot,whether you wil, or no? 
But you faie, that Adam finned not,whe- 
ther god wold or no, for god (ſuffered him 
to ſinne. But that proucthnot yet , but 
that Adam ſinned whether god wold, or 
no, For one maie (uffre a thinge to be don, 


whether he wil or no. If your 


11 ſaie,that 
god ſuffred it willingly , than yougraune 
with vs,that it was his wil,that Adam ſhuld 
finne . And thanycu haue plaicd the par- 
te of a verie honeſt wiſe man al this while « 
Where to myn aunſwere, that god teſtified 
to Adam by his commaundment, what he 
alowed, and what his pleaſure was,you re- 
plie,thatif god had willed, & decreed, that 
Adi ſhuld through his awne faulte,do the 
this which god had forbidden before, god 
ſhuld therein haue willed,and decreed;the 
commaundment that he gaue before tote 
brofen,and than that had ben a contrarie- 
tee,and repugnantie inhim,T aunſwer that 
you haue more than ſerpentes eyes,if you 
ſee that contrarietee,and repugnantie, 
You maie wel dreame, that you ſee itin 
your ſleepe, but whan you awafe, you ſhal 
perceaue, that it was but a yaine fanſie, 8 
a flipng imagination. For maienota fa- 


ther laic vp apples in his $ambre, and giue| 


acommaundmentto his <ildren, that thei | 
ſhalnor meddle with them,and yet wil, &_ 


— — — 


waie, and eate them;to this ende, thathe 


maic ierfe them wel,and thriftely,whereby} - | 


while thei liue afterwarde, thei maic =—_ 
to ſteale, or to be lycorous , or to breake 
thetr fathers commaundment? Maie not 
] ſaie a father do al this,onles he be contra- 
Tie,and repugnantto him ſelfte 2 Much mo. 
re cold god wil,& decree,that Adam ſhuld' 
breafe his commaundment thorough his | 
awne faulte,for a more excellent purpoſe, | 
wirhout contrarietee, & repugnance in him 
ſelfe . Whan afrerwarde youlaie, that Adi 
in {inning did not the wil of god , if bythe, 
word ,wil,you meane goddes decree, you! | 
mille the cuſthion, if by the word ,wil, you 
meane that god alowed not Adams 1inne, 
ne had pleaſure in it, forthe ſinne-it ſelfe, 
I aſſente thereunto, . But how 
haue you than proued. that it was not god- 
des wil, decree, and ordinance, that Adam 
ſhuld ſinne? Againſt myn aunſwer to the 
fourth argument ſpofen of in my bofe,you 
haue brought nothing worthie to be reher 
ſed. Wherefore I paſſe ouer to myn-aunſ- 
wer to the fift argument. Againſthim rar 
obieted Adams fre wil,] ſaid that goddes 
wil,and ordinance,letted not.but that Ada 
- ſhulddo frely,and willingly without com 
ulfion,thathedid. And how that mighr 
i. be, I ſhewed by exemples , which you tou 


not bicauſe thei were to hotte. Butto that 


you replie,that 1 wringe Adams free wil al 
together on the lift hand,that is to ſinfie,& 
death , butT leaue not free wil to the right 
band,thar 15to rhe Feping of goddescom- 
maundment.and xternal life. I aunſwrer 
that god made Adam inſud integritee > VP) 
rightnes , & perfe&tion of nature,that wha) 
he wold do goddes commaundmentes , ke 
might do them frely.and willingly, & baue 

abundant ſutficientie of natural ſtrenghth: 
thereunto,and whan he wold declire from 

goddes commaundement,he might do the 

{ame frely.and willingly thorough his aw-\ 
ne faulte,and not thorough want of natu-) 
ral ſtrength. And I faie thathis frewil ſto 

de in this dof EIT 5 , & perfeRi- 

on of nature,& not in d$ciſe of this,or that. 
For if there were no free wil, but where a 

ma maie <00ſe whether he wil do the thig' 
that is g00d,or the thinge that is evil, than 
there were no fre wil in god , whoſe wil is 
moſt free. For he can do no euil,but only 

the thinges that be good , Wherefore whe- 
re thinges be don frely, and willingly, and 
wihourt compulſion thorough no want of / 
natural ſtrength , there is free wil ſaie I.) 


And this I fnow was in Adam, but no ſud -| 


re wil,whereby he mightdiſappoint 
des certaine purpoſe, or whereby it 
foiow,that god bad yetdetermined nothig 
certainly. But now though manie thinges 
powred out to no —_—_ folowinthisre 

lication,I maie not paſſe ouer, that where 
1 alfed,whether he wold ſaie this : Death 


came into the world by the enuie of the « di | 


uel,ergo it was not ordained by god, he ai- 


——_— —— -— O—— 


ſwereth flatly,thatdeath was not ordained 
bygod. And allegeth a ſentence for him, 
out of the firſt of wiſedom. God made 
not death, nether hath he pleaſure in the 
deſtrugion of the liuinge. To this I ſaie, 
that the autor of thatbofe,meaneth nomo-| 
re but that god was not the propre cauſe of 
death,but the diuels enuie,and mannes fin- 
ne,and yet it foloweth not but that god or- 
deined death for mennes ſinne. For a 
fing in his realme ordaineth hanginge for 
theues, and murtherers, and yet is not the 
propre cauſe of their hanging,bur their aw- 


— 


ne nawghtines. And1I faie once more 
that he that ſaieth , that god ordaineth not 
death for mennes finnes, ſaicth that men 
| die beſides goddes ordinance. But this 


geare is to groſſe,where with farther to co- 
dre the reader. Now foloweth a worthie 


Pl 


oF marter.': Fmadethis ſyIlogiſme : wharſo _ 


_ hed\-Hethatſertethhis wine abrodeinthe: 1) 


_— — 
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ordaine athing,and not be the autor,head ' 
ſpring:cauſe,and propre worcfer of it. | 
And he laboreth to proue this by lame ſt« . 
militudes,as though thar if hecold prouc it 
ſoinſome thinges, he had by & by proued . 
itloinalthinges. Hereunto Iaunſreere, 
that the {cipture ſheweth plainly,that al the 
thinges,tharbe in man,be in him by goddes 
ordinance,and the ſame ſcripture ſheweth, 
asplainlythatgod isnotthe autor of finne.-: 
Wherefore to ordaine finne, and tobe the _ 
autor.of ſinne,isnotal one. . And thatto' 


erdainca thinge,and to be the propre cau- 
ſc,autor, and worcter of a thinge, is notal 
one , theſe exemples maie teadh.the vnler- 


We EEE CAS 


{ſunnetobemade vineger , ordaineth itto 


be made vineger, —>— nat thepro«| 
pre cauſe of vineger , but the nature obo 
wine,andthe hote ſunne beames .  'Agai-- 
nche that in ſpaine cutteth dounne Brapeny 
in the ſommer, and laieth them ina ſunni 
place,ordaineth them ro be made realines,} 
& yet he is not the propre cauſe of reafines,] 
but the narure of the grapes, and the heate)}| 
ofthe ſunne. Finallytobri ring | 
ruſtical exemple,he that hangeth vp ſwines / 


fleſb in 2 <imneie, ordainethitro be made; 
bacon,and yethe isnot the propre cauſe of 
bacon, bur the nature of the fleſc),and ſmol 


Fe. Wherefore ith itis euident,that tis: 


noteuer al one;to ordaine a thinge , and:to 
bethe proprecaule, and autor of a thinge, 
we maie boldly ſaie,the ſcripture bearinge 
plaine recorde,and S. Aug. and fondrie 0- 
ther moſt excellet writers holding vp their 
bandes to the ſame, that god ordainethſin- 
ne,and yet is not the autor of ſinne, How: 
od ordained Adam to finne,thorough A- 
= awne faulte,and without al maner of 
faulte in god,I grauntindede,that itishar-j 
de for weafe wittes to yndreſtande, neuer- 
theles I am ſure,that it is moſt certaily trae. 
' Andſowearal bounde to beleue; whether” 
we yndreſtande it,orno,onles wewil flat- 


* AEM 


* 


To++| ter and pleaſe our ſelues ina moſt open,& 


the} | 3 moſt augerouserror. And if I wold ſu- 


UE)}] So 


zerfluouſly ſpend wordes, I could ealely 
'| ſhew, that the exemples , which my doRor | 
e/:| bringeth to declare,thatto ordaine,and to 
'| be the autor of a thing,is al one, proue not 
'| bis purpoſe. For who Fnowethnot, that 

bo was not the autor of the lawes,whidh 
'þ be ordained amonge the Atheniens. For 
thoſe lawes were before in other commune 
weales,and $eyfely inthe commune weale 
of the hebru. , & goddes wiſedoindede is 
the autor of al good lawes,& nomines he. 
ad, But the matter is to manifeſt of it ſelfe. 
And the reſt of the replication is mere tri- 
feling . Where the ſcripture teaceth , that 
god bad the liyng ſpirite to go into Ahabs 
prophetes,and to deceaue Ahab,he aunſwe 
reth,thatgod ſuffred rhe liyng ſpirite to go 
&c. Butheſhuld haue ſhewed,that toco0- 
maunde a thinge to be don,is no more, but 
to ſuffre a thinge tobe.don, But I wil here 
preſent my door with this ſyllogiſme:he\ 


that commaunded the liynge ſpirite to go, 
and to mafe liers,commaunded him to fin- 
ne,but god commaunded himto go, &to 
' . mafefalſe liyng prophetes,crgo he comau- 

*dedhimto finne., Butgod commaideth , 


nothing, whicbhe ordaineth not, ſohe ordat 
nedhim to finne. And yet eueric ſtarc 
foole maic {ce, thargod was not the autor, 
& propre worcfer of the liyng fpirites ſin- 
nz ,but found it in himal readie wrought, 
thorough his awnecorrupting of himſelſe, 


and iu{tly vſed it to puniſth that nawghtie 
man. And why,I praie you,ſhuld nor pi. 
commaunde and orJaine a ſinful bodie to 
ſhow his natureghat is to ſaie,to finne? I 
15 certaine by the teſtimonie of the ſcriptu- 
re,that god commaundeth Satan todo ma 
nie thinges , aad I wold fainefnow howhe 
can bid him todo anie thinoe, &not to ſin- 
ne. Wherefore he that bidder b bimdo a-' 
nie thinge,mult nedes bidde him to ſinne. 
Bur feing that god commaundeth him to 
do manie things, & c5maundeth nothin 
beſides his awne ordinance, it foloweth + 
neceſfitee, that god ordaineth ſinnes to be 
donthouzh he be not the autor,and propre 
worcter of ſinne. Butler vs ſee more. He 
Is angrie that I ſaid, thathe turned al god- 
desdoinges into ſufferinges. Forhe ſai. 
eth,heturneth not al,but ſome. Butthan 
I ſaie,thathe hath brought nothing againſt 
my ſentence;that it was goddes wil,and or 


dinance,that Adamſhuld ſinne; For onles | 


PF, Reg» ” 


he canproue;that al poddes doinges be ſuf hs 


Tcke | fringes, I wil holdemy ſentence ſtil inthe 


nombre of thoſe thinges that ardon;& or- 


fin.| dained by god;and not amonge thoſe, thar 


be only ſuffred by god. And I wil notſuf- 
fre my ſentence to goa ſtraw bredth fro hir 
place,yntil I ſee by what righthecanremo 
ue hir. Touding gcddes {ufferance , and 
how he ſuffreth nothinge beſides his wil, & 
ordinance, and that his ſufferance is his or- 
'| dinace,I haue ſufficiently declarcd before. 
Here I might mafe an ende,ſauing thatmy 
good honeſt fellow coplaineth , that 1 left 
three thinges of his vnaunſrrered, where as 
indedelI leſt but one of them vnaunſwe- 
red,& that was,for that I ſaw no cauſe why 
I ſhu!d aufxrer it. And this is the gaie thing 
that muſt be aunſreered. 
Your effcrtion jimply vndzeſſanded/ ſateth he/ 
is plaine blaſphemie by ycur evone confeſſien, 
Bicauſe ] amdriuen, and cempelled, I 
, aunſwere to this, that hitherto I neuer ſaid 
foin my life. And yet Idenie not; but that 
it maie be ſo expouned,thatit maic coteire 


| blaſphemie;as ifa man weld ſaie,whan I af 


! firme that itwas goddes wil and ordinice, 
{+ that Adam ſhuld finne, that god ordained 
; | Adamtoinne,only bicauſe hedelighted in 


fer of Adams finne. Burl ſaie that ſuc 
an interpreter, and gloſer, ſhuld not only 
ſhewhimſelfe a froward ouerthwart foole 
but alſoaſhameles madman. ForI my 
{clfe haue declared that, thatis as far from 
my meaning, as hel is from heauen. Ne- 
ther ca anic ma iuſtly pife it out of the wor- 
des. Howbeit I fnow that there is nothing 
ſo wel ſpoken, that a peruerſe pngoge 
wit can not by wreſting,& wringing depra- 
ue. And here I wold make anende of the. 
ſc 1uſtes, butfirſt Iam required to ſaie ſo- 
mewhat to the commune obieQion,that is 


in the mouth of euerie pert peremonger , 
ofcucricraſfal, and cuerie rakehel, For 
thei bable,that if al thinges,comme to paſ- 
ſe according to goddes Dref br, prouide- 
<e,and ccertaine ynmoued,and vnchaungea 
ble ordinance;than thei wil mafe no proui- 
ſion for meate;to ſatiſfiie their honger,thei 
wil yſe no medicine in their ficknes,thei wil 
not procure to auoide anie daunger &c. _ 


For the good thinges that god hath ordaj- 
ned for them,thei (hal have& the euil, that 


— — _— 


god hath appointed, thei canno beſos. 
o thatether it ſha] not nede, or it 


_— 
— 


fine, or for the finnes fake alone, oras | 
though god were the autor, 8 3a, wore | 


balnot, . 


[-Booteto labor for the obteining of the one 
[or auoiding of the other, fith al muſt be,as it 


\Niſhed you,to 


Cr er 


wiſedom,and giftes wherewith he hath fur 
Gow his prouidence,wil you | 
refuſe to be his inſtrumentes with al that 
you haue of him? If it behis ordinance to} 
fede you thorough your trauail,wil you lie! 
gaping while meate fallein to your mou-! 
thes out of the cloudes, which thing you per 
ceauc he hathnot appointed? Ifit pleaſe 
bim to heale you by the vertu, that he harh' 
giuen to herbes,or ſpices,or other fimples, 
2 you wil not be ſohealed,] wold you ſhuld 
be ficke ſtil. If he wil haue you to eſcape | 
daungers thorough the wiſedom,and wari | 
nes,thathe hath planted in your hertes, an | 
you wil not yſe the ſame,you ar worthie to | 


riſf in them, & ſo god wil vſe your fol- 
ic to your iuſtdeſtrution. I he godlie 


cuer life tharwel,thatpleaſeth god, nether 


wil thei ſhew them ſelues ether fo yvnthak- 
ful,or ſo foliſcþ,as to deſpice, or refuſe the 
meanes,that he hath appointed. And . 


. though thei fnow that nothing can comme 
- topaſle otherwiſe tha he hath 


ordained,yet 
y 


— > << 
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they know notwhether this waie , or th 
waie,by this meane, or that meane , he wil 
bringe his purpoſe to paſſe. And there. 
fore thei vie the meane with thancfes , that 

2meth molt lizelie,according to thewiſe. 


at 


dom,thatgod hath given them. For whe. | 
ther god worcfe thinges by him ſelfe,or by U 
thoſe meanes. & inſtrumentes, that he hath Þ 


appointed,al his one to'them , and thei ac- 
Fnowlege his wiledom and gocdnes afwrel 
inthe one,as in thecther. Bur verttheſe 
bogges pritte more ſwiniſhly,that if althin 
ges comme to paſle by goddes prouidece, 


than robberies.adulteries, murders ar not . 


— 


don, but by goddes wil,and ordinance,and 
than why ar theues,adulterers,and murde- 
'rerspunilhed.tchthei have ſerued goddes 
wil. & prouidence. Thisfilthie flocke muſt 
vndreſtade that wicked men committe not 
their nawghtie vilainous ates to the inten 
te to ſerue goddes wil , butto ſatiſfie theyr 
awne Juſtes. For he ſerueth goddes wil | 
that doeth the thinge, that god commaun- 
deth him todo byhis worde. Bur in rwhat 
worde hath god commaunded anie ma bo 
committe adulterie &c. Butyou wil ſai 

if god had not determined, and ordaine 
theſe thinges,thei ſhuld not come to paſle 


nn ID... - 


, 
It 
7 

Y 


EC ER RT OE AY rn Rl 


HOO — 
_- 
ms OE IE” 


_ —y: =_ « wa, - os 


tha F oraunt,for god vſcthmennesnawghtines 
e wil F/xo his a ork ypart ſheweth his wiſcd 
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omin 
yttering mennes inwarde poiſoned affe&i 
ons,and his righteouſnes inpuniſhing one 
ſinne with another. Burar thei therefore 


| notto be puniſhed;bicauſe god ordaineth, 
thar thei ſhal bewraie their priuie filrhines 
and abomination? Ord thei powre out 
| &{hew abrode the wicfednes of their her- 
| tes.to ſerue goddes wil, or their awne wit, 


and raging deſires? Ifitbe plaine, that 
thei dotinglyrune after their awne ynbrid« 
led luſtes , without al reſpe&e of goddes 
wil,and commaundment,yea in contempt 
of god,and his worde,thei ar nether wore 


| thie.nor ſhaleſcape goddes vengeance. . 


And we maie not be now ſo foliſc<,& aſſes 
headed as to thinke that god in ordaining 
mennes euil dedes is defiled therewith. 

For we haue ben taught oftenenough,that 
he is not the autor,'and propre worcfer of 


Ce er er ene Wren 


them. Andtherefore heremainetheuer 
pure himſelfe in bringing forth to light, 8 
inordring thatis ynpure in vs,and the filthj 

es cleaueth vpon them only, thatar the 
propre worcfers of euil, and not on him, 
who ordaineth wel, thatmen,& diuels ha./ 


ve wroughteuil, _ Butof this matter we 


haue ſpotenaſmud,as maie ſufficeal ſud;] 
as:(eke ratherito know the truth , than to | © 
wrangle, and ſhew eloquence in pratinge. 
braulinge,and cauillinge . 

Now good reader thou ſhalt yndreſtand, 
that before I had al finiſhed this my litle | 
Trauaile, the papiſte that I here ſpeafe of, Þ 
who <alenged me,and ranne againſtme at 
the tilte,though his place remained, was no 
where founde. Ceing than that he was 
conueyghed our of the nature of thinges, 
thorough goddes goodnes, Ithought ir 
ſhuld be hurteful to noman, and profita - 
blero manie, if I went foreward with m 
matter begonne, and if I ſþuld publiſhe it 
to the world, whereof I had deliuered par- 
te to the printer before. Further thou 
ſhalt vndreſtand, that theſe godlie men, 
-whoſe names here folow, with certaine 
- ©ther,not only ſubſcribed with theyr 

awne handes to the doarine,whidy 
I haue here ſette forth, but al- 
ſo confirmed the ſame with 
ſoud,& pithic argumen 
tes written by comu- 
necoſente in alet- 
tre to the pa - 
piſte now _ 


| ; departed.and == out of the world. 
"Theſe be their names. 


q M. Roger Parker. 
q M. Iohan. Turnor. 
q M. DoQor Perfins. 
q M. Thomas Roſe. 
<q M Gilbert Barcfley. 


Of theſe the firſt rwo be yerie godlie gen- 
tle men,and wel trained in goddes worde. 
T he other three haue ben loge faithful mi- 
niſters of goddes word, & be al menright 
worthie to be reuerenced, not oly for their 
honorable age , andgraye heares, but alſo 
much more 4 their feruent zeale towar-. 


 destrureligion, and for their great graui- 


te, and finceritee of life. | 
After this M. Robert Watſon a wittie 

man longe exerciſed in matters of diuini- 

tee, & able to ioigne indiſputario withthe 


-popes bande in their <\cife fild of glorie,& 


where thei moſt approde the altar,though 
he were not preſentart the firſt ſubſcripti-' 


with theſe wordes : 


IT vvas GODDES VVIL, AND OR 
 DINANCE, VVILLINGLY TO SVF= 


FRE ADAM TO SINNE, VVHICH' 


SINNE GOD OF HIS OMNIPOTFNT 
POVVER TVRNED TO HIS GLORILE» 


q BY ME RO. 
VVAISON. 


In this ſhorte ſentence M . Watſon hath . 


declared , that god ſuffred Adamto finne, 
not as one that wold not meddle with the 
matter,nor bend to anie parte , but as one 
that bad willed, and ordained.that ſinne to 
bedon. And therefore he thought it nor 
enough, to ſaie,that it was goddes wil, bur 
he wold adde moreouer , that it was god- 
des ordinance, and that willingly , bicauſe 
he ſo purpoſed of him ſelfe , and bicauſe ir 
ſemed {o good to his zternal wiſedom, 

And that nomi therefore ſhuld impute the 
faulrof Adams fal to god,ne mate god the 
autar,or propre worcter of finne, he wold 


fignific by this word (to ſuffre ) that albeir 


on, yet afterwardebeing talfed withal, and , it 
required toſhew his iudgment,ſubſcribed, [6.4 


darn 


That it was coddes weil, and ordinance; that 


Adam ſhuld finne,yetgod wroughrner A 
dams finne, burtin uffring ordained it 2c- 
cording to his wil to be wroughtthcrough 
the enuie of the diuel, and Adams awne 
faulte,as M . Warſon than plainly expreſ(< 


| ſed, & as you maie finde ſufficiently taught 


m my expoſition vpon a pante of the 4.d:a, 
of S. Io. reuel: and in the later endeofmy 


| former aunſwer to certaine ſophiſtical ca- 


nillations. Certaine other alſo veric god- 
lie men, an1 verie worthie to be remem - 
bred,ſubſcribed to this our ſentence, who - 


. fenames in conſideration of their trauaile 


abrode inthe middeſt of this crofed gene= 
ration, | thoughtnot good to expreſſe in 
this place. Finally the hole companie a- 
greed to this doQrine,that I haue here de- 
fended, and publiſhed,excepte one perſon 
only,whidz ſtode as a nerer, nether codem 
ning,nor approuing either parte. Andin 
dede amore al other , he was of leſt eſti. 


mation. To god almightie therefore, 
who thorough his gratious goodnes you 
{afed to open this truth vnto vs,to the gre= 
at conforte,and ſtaie of our weafe affli&ed 
mindes in this woful ryme, and hathgiuen 
vs acommune conſentetherein, be alglo» 


— 


rie, andpraiſe for ever. Amen amen. F- 


-.* $8. Aug.inthefirſtbofe of the 
predeſt..of fainaes.ca,16. 


SENS t 
- Itisthainthe power ofnawghtie men to Þ| | 


finne. Buttharin inning the ſame nawgh.. *! 


| 


o 


A. 

| t 

| 
tines ſhal do this, or this, itisnot in theyr *þ ; 
ower,butin the power of god, who diuie | | 
Eh darcfnes, & ordreth it, that ofthis al. 
ſothattheido againſt goddes wil ,thereis | 
nothing fulfilled but goddes wil. ; 


| 
Ed 
\ 

ef 


S. Aug. inthebo.of free wil 

andoracedha. 20, 

Whid holie (cripture, if it bediligent! 4 
lofed in to,ſheweth that not only the good | 
willes of men,which he made of cuil willes, |} 

' and beinge made good by him guideth ro ' 
good adtes,but alſo thoſe willes that conti- 

j 


nuethe creation of the world,be ſo ingod- 
des power,that he mafeth them to be bow- 
ed whither he wil, and whan he wil, e- 
ther todo good to ſome,or to puniſſhſo. 
me, ashe him ſelfe declareth by hismoſt 
hidden in dede , but vndoubtedly moſt 
iuſt iudgement. For we finde ſome 
finnesto be puniſhementes cuen of other 


IO 


. 
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- F Gnnes: - As is the hardening of Pharaos 7 
|} thecauſewhereofis alſo declared, roſhew © 


odddes powerinhim. - Wherefore'the 
Ford faiethto Toſue: The qildren of Ira- 


_ elſhalnotbeableroſtande. Wharis this, 


to: |  theiſhal notbeable to ſtand ? Why did thei 
ti *7 * notſtand by their fre wil, but fled their wil 


- 
_ —— _ 
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' etenofeu 


being trobled thorough feare , ſauing that 
F od Tuleth ouer the willes of men, & whan 


[9 is adgrie,turneth whomhe wil into fea- 
te? . Did not the ſhameles man, the ſonne 
fIcmiriiraile ypon finge Dauid by his av 
newil?” Neuertheles = 5 ſaieth Dauid ? 
Suffre him to-raile,for the lord hath com 
maunded him to raile vpon Dauid. Lo 
h$w it is proucd, that god vſeth theherres 

il men,to the praiſe, and aide of 
good men. + 6 

, -. In theſamebo.da.n. 


Who ſhuld not tremble at theſe iudge- 
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the hertes of euil men whatſoeuer he wil, 
rendring yet to them according to theirde- 
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